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THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-9 and 41-52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Vazvan (6,324,394) in view of Bodin (6,387,027). 

As per claims 1 and 41-42, Vazvan disclose a method of organizing a search for 
a provider in a wireless device string location information wherein erasing at least part 
of the location information associated with a recently used service provider (col. 5/ln. 9- 
13). Vazvan disclosed various ways of deletion of the recently used service provider but 
does not specifically suggest a method of deletion at power-down of the mobile 
terminal. However, Bodin suggest such method of deletion of service providers at 
power-down (col. 2/ln. 59-67). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to provide such method of deletion of service providers of Bodin to the 
communication system of Vazvan in order to save memory space, reduce registration 
time, and save tariff charges. 

As per claims 3 and 43-44, the modified communication system of Vazvan 
discloses the location associated with a most recently used service provider (see 
Vazvan, col. 5/ln. 9-13). 
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As per claim 4, the modified communication system of Vazvan discloses the 
wireless is a global system for mobile communications device (see Vazvan, fig. 1). 

As per claim 5, the modified communication system of Vazvan discloses the 
wireless device has a SIM (see Vazvan, col. 4/ln. 13, col. 5/ln. 9-13, see Bodin, col. 3/ln. 
20-col. 4/ln. 40). 

As per claims 6-7 and 45-46, the modified communication system of Vazvan 
discloses erasing location info from a SIM (see Vazvan, col. 4/ln. 13, col. 5/ln. 9-13, see 
Bodin, col. 3/ln. 20-col. 4/ln. 40). 

As per claim 9, the modified communication system of Vazvan discloses erasing 
of location info, is performing by a wireless network (see Vazvan, col. 4/ln. 13, col. 5/ln. 
9-13, see Bodin, col. 3/ln. 20-col. 4/ln. 40). 

As per claims 47-49, the modified communication system of Vazvan discloses 
the location info, is not associated with a home or preferred provider (col. 5/ln. 9-13). 

As per claims 50-51 , the modified communication system of Vazvan discloses a 
threshold value associated with a preferred service provider and erases the location 
info, based on the threshold value (see Vazvan, col. 4/ln. 13, col. 5/ln. 9-13, see Bodin, 
col. 3/ln. 20-col. 4/ln. 40). 

As per claims 52, the modified communication system of Vazvan discloses 
identifying a group of preferred providers stored on the SIM and erasing the location 
info, associated with the group of preferred service providers (see Vazvan, col. 4/ln. 13, 
col. 5/ln. 9-13, see Bodin, col. 3/ln. 20-col. 4/ln. 40). 
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Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

4. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL See M PEP § 
706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 
1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 



Conclusion 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Kaibel et al. (6,757,539) disclose radiotelephone communication system. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Pablo Tran whose telephone number is (571)272-7898. 
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The examiner normal hours are 9:30 -5:00 (Monday-Friday). If attempts to reach the 
examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Edward Urban, can 
be reached at (571)272-7899. 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 



or faxed to: 

(703) 872-9314 (for Technology Center 2600 only) 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park II, 2121 Crystal 
Drive, Arlington, VA, Sixth Floor (Receptionist). 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the Technology Center 2600 Customer Service Office 
whose telephone number is (703) 306-0377. 
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